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H E following Paper, which has 
lain by for ſome Time, is nom 
made Publick, only upon Occa- 
ſion of the heavy Imputations laid 
by the Reverend Dean of Chi- 
cheſter in his laſt Performance , upon the 


Practice > 8 in it. He is ſo much a Siran- 


ger, or aſſects to appear ſo, to the Principles 


and the Practice of many Diſſenters in the Mat- 
ter of Occaſional-Contormity, that it ſeems 
neceſſary to ſet him right about them. If he 
had been better acquainted with their Hiſtory, 
he would not have begun that Part of his 
Argument with calling it + The Doctrine 
of Occaſional-Conformity for Places: Or 


_ affirmed, That this * bros in upon the 


Evidence (deſigned to be given by receiving 
2 the 


— 


2 rn of the Corpor. and Teſt- Ads. ten. 
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the Sacrament according to the Church of 
England,) juſt as Equivocation and men- 


tal Reſervation broke in upon the Evi- 
dence of an Oath:— That it was found ty 
* Experience, (after the Settlement of the 
Corporation and Teſt-AQs,) that the Law 
was evaded by this PraCtice :— That it 
was an open Affront to the Law of the 
Country: —— That thoſe who plead for 
the Repeal of the Occaſional-Bill only, do 
in effect declare, That all Men may be 
at Liberty to give the Proof required by 
the Law of their Adherence to the Eſta- 
bliſhed Charch, and yet be at Liberty nor 
to adhere to it. 

HERE are Three ver) invidious Charges 
laid upon the Practice of Occaſional- Con- 
formity : That it had its Riſe from a De- 
ſeen to evade the Corporation and Teſt- 
Acts: That it was an Abuſe, not foreſeen 
by the Legiſlature, when thoſe Acts were made; 
and which therefore, when they were better 
inſtructed by Experience, they took Care to 
prevent. And, that it was 4 Practice as 
deſtructive to that Uſe the Sacrament, 
which was intended by thoſe Laws, as the Do- 
ctrine of Equivocation and mental Reſer- 
vation is to the Uſe of Oaths. 


7 Ibid. T P. 19, 


r 


EY 2 — 1 * to ain. Me. . 4 * 2 


ä ů 0. 


The PREFACE. V 


Tux firſt Accaſation, is ſo fully anſnmer'd 
in the following 'Treatiſe, that it may be hoped, 
that Clamoar will be ſilenc d, when it appears 
to have been the Practice and av d Principl 
of many Learned Nonconformiſts of all Sorts, 
before thoſe Laws had a Being, and without an 
Eye to Places. The Learned Dean will be better 
pleas'd to receive that Information "wag the 
late Excellent Biſhop of that See where he ts 
nom aignify'd, than from me. If he will look 
into Biſhop Stillingfleet's Miſchief of Sepa- 
ration, he will find more to the ſame Purpoſe. 
And I might add, how much the late Arch- 
Biſhop Sharp, proſe id himſelf to be edifya, 
when he was Miniſter of St. Giles's in the 
Fields, by ſeeing Mr. Read come to receive 


the Sacrament from him, tho" he kept up 4 


Diſſenting Conventicle at the ſame Time. 

THe ſecond Reflection the Dean inſinu- 
ates, is, * That this Practice was an Abuſe, 
not foreſeen by the Legiſlature, when thoſe Adts 
were made; and which therefore they took Care 
to prevent, when Experience had made them 
ſenſible of it. Whereas they could hardly fail 
to be aware, that many Diſſenters would ſtsll 
be capable of Places in Conſiſtency with their 
kuown Principles, notwithſtanding that Teſt. 
And therefore had they deſian'd to exclude ſuch, 


they 
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they would have carry d their Teſt farther : 
At leaſt, when they had fcund ſome Diſſenters, 
&s the Doctor calls it, evading the Corpora- 
tion-ACt by this Method, in a Courſe of ma- 
wy Tears Experience, they would not have 
wade the ſame Criterion for Places to ſtand 

ain in the Teſt-Act, without any Proviſion 
gainſt this ſuppos'd Evaſion of their Deſign. 
The Trath is, The firit Contrivers of the Oc- 
caſional-Bill, had a much more uncharitable 
View in it for dividing Proteſtants, than the 
Framers of the two other Bills. In the Cor- 
poration-Act, it appears to me from the 
Words of the Act, and the Circumſtances of the 


Time, that the Legiſlature intended rather to 


include, than exclude the more moderate Par- 
ty, who could upon their Sentiments conform 
eccaſt»nally. The Men of thoſe Principles had 
generally concurr'd in the Reſtoration ; and, 
in deed, been the main Inſtruments in bringing 
it about; ſo that we can have no Reaſon to 
think, that the Government eſteem'd them 
dangerous, or among th: evil Spirits, who 
were ſtill Working gainſt it, as the Pream- 
ble of the Act recites, ſince they had done the 
moſt towaras its Settlement. And I would de- 
fre leave to as the Learned Dean this one 
Queſtion, How an Act requiring Perſons in 
Offices to receive the Sacrament according to 


the Rites of the Church of England, made 


in 1661, could be intended to exclude Presby- 


terians 
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terians, when ſo many of their Miniſters con- 
tinu'd ſtill in Poſſeſſion of the publick Churches 
till 1662 ? Would it not at that Time have 
been a ſufficient Qualification to receive the 
Sacrament in thur Pariſh-Charch, tho it 
ſhould have been from no cgnformable Mim- 
fter * When the Teſt-Act was form'd, tir 
well known the Proteſtant Diſſenters ſtood ap- 
on good Terms with the chief. Promoters of 
it: And I will add from Biſhop Burnet, 
* Was obtain'd, in ſome, Meaſure, by 
their Aſſiſtance, and therefore it would be 
hard to turn it againſt them. 


= 


BurT the third zs 40 the blackeſt I 


putation, That the Doctrine of Occaſional- 
Conformity broke in upon the Evidence, 
(which the Corporation and Teſt-Acts in- 
tended ſhould be given by Peoples recetvi 
the Sacrament in the Church o England be- 
fore their Admiſſion to Offices,) juſt as the 
Doctrine of Equivocation and mental Re- 
ſervation broke in upon the Evidence of 
an Oath. This muſt paſs for a wile Slander, 
unleſe this Suppoſition be true, That receiv- 
ing the Sacrament according to the U- 


{age of the Charch of Exgland, is an Evi- 


dence of Communion with it, exclaſive of 
any other Church, with which the Occa- 
ſional 


* 


Barnet's Speech in the Houſe of Lords, on the 
Occaſional Bill. 4to. 1719. p. 17. 
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fional Conformift has Communion alſo, 


The Dottrine of Equivocation and mental 
Refervation, deftroys the Credit of an Oath ; 


becauſe it gives Men a Salvo for teftifying or 


promiſing ſomething quite different from what 


can be no Foundation for pretending, that 
Occaſional-Conformity is 4 Parallel to this, 
unleſs it carries in it ſomething contradiftory 
to the Language of my communicating with 
the Church of England. The Reverend 
Doctor has not fo fully ſpoke out in this 
Matter, as One mignt expect, ſince the whole 
of his Charge againſt Occafional-Conformity, 

n it. I mill lay together the Sum 
F what he ſays upon this Head, and then 
make a few Strictures upon it. He ſays, 
That * the Intention of the Corporation 
and Teſt- Act, was to keep the Noncon- 
formifts of «ll Sorts out of Offices. 
+ That Places of Power and Truſt ſhould 
be in the Hands of ſuch only as were 
well- affected to the Eccleſiaſtical Con- 
ſtitution.— That * receiving the Sacra- 


ment according to the Uſage of the Church 


of England, was intended as a Proof of a 

an's being ſo affected, and even of his 
approving the Ecclefiaſtical Conſtitution 
of this Kingdom. — That this Proof ſeem'd 


10 
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the Letter of their Oath imports. Now there 
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20 be choſen, becaufe the Diſſenters had as 
ſtrong Prejudices againſt rhe Uſage of the 
Church' in the Celebration of the Sacra- 
ment, as againſt any other Uſage of it 
whatever. Aud therefore, that it was rea- 
ſonably preſum'd, that no Diſſenter of 
any Sort, would eafily be led to ſuch 
an Act of Inſincerity, as receiving the 
Sacrament in a Manner condemn'd by 
himſelf. In the next Page t he adds, That 
it was deſigud as a Proof of this Qualifi- 
cation for an Office, That the Perſon is 
well-afteted to the Eccleſiaſtical State 
and Conſtiturion of theſe Realms. I 
Procf of it, he refers to ſome {+ Acts in 
Ming Ja mes Iſt's Time ao ab uſt P opiſh Recu- 


ſants. And immediately before he enters up- 


on the Caſe of Occaſional-· Conformity, he 


Jays, * Men are not ſuppos'd to be 


of one Church, and communicate with 
another. Ard confirms this from my Lord 
of Ban.or's wrging it as a Proof that Mr. 
Pillionere is zo langer a Jeſuit, that he has 
often received the Sacrament with the Church 


of England, Upon this Preſumption, the 


Dean goes on, the Corporation and T:ſt-Afts, 
are founded ; they require the Evidence 
of a Man's receiving the Sacrament ac- 
cording to the Uſage of the Church of 
Englaud, only to prove that he is a Meme 

| | ct 
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ber of that Church; or, as he expreſſes it in 
the next Sentence, of his being in the Com- 
munion of that Church, in which he re- 


ceives. 
Uyon all this, I deſire to make a few 
Obſervations. 


1. I FxEELY grant, That receiving the 
Sacrament with any Church, is an Evidence 
of the Perſons being in Communion with it. 
That is, that he eſteems it a true Church of _ 
CHRIST; and the Ordinances, in which he 
Joins with it, to be Chriſtian Ordinances; and 
that he does not believe any Thing abſolutely un- 
lawful in that Part in which he joins. But it 
is no Proof, that he judges every Thing in the 
Uſage of that Church, even ahout the Admi- 
niſtration of the Sacrament itſelf, preferable to 
the Uſages of other Churches, as is ſhewn in 
the following Treatiſe. Much leſs is it a Proof, 
that he approves of every Thing elſe in the Con- 
ſtitution or Worſhip of that Church. Fer which, 
the Dean will give me leave to produce a much 
better Authority than my own, that of Biſhop 
Burnet iz the free Conference between the Lords 
and Commons about the Occaſional-Bill in 
1702, Nor is it a certain Inference, ( ſays 
his Lordſhip) that becauſe a Man receives 
the Sacrament in the Church, he can there- 
fore conform in every other Particular: | 
The Office of the Communion, is certain. 
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ly one of the brighteſt and beſt compos'd 
of any that ever was in the Church of 
Gon. The little Exceptions that lay to 
the Poſture, were ſo fully clear'd by the 
Rabrick, that is added, that it is indeed 
a Wonder how any Perſon ſhould 
except to any Thing in the whole Office. 
But it does not neceſſarily follow, that 
therefore every Man, who is ſatisfy'd 
with this, ſhould be likewiſe farisfy'd 
with every other Part of Conformity. I 
have the rather recited this, as an Evidence 
how different his Lordſhip's Opinion was from 
the Dean's, that the Legiſlature choſe this 
Teſt of the Sacrament rather than any other, 
becauſe the Diſſenters had as ſtrong Pre- 
judices againſt the Uſage of the Church in 
the Celebration ofthe Sacrament as againſt 
any other Uſage of it whatever. ?*T:s 
true, many of them cannot be ſatisfid of the 
Lawfulnefs of this, tho, I believe, few of 
them think it the ſlrongeſt Objection againſt 
Conformity, But many others are well known 
to be ſatisfy of the Lawfulneſs of this Part of 
Conformity. And therefore it muſt be taken 
for an injurious Refleclion, That it was 
reaſonable preſum'd, that no Diſſenter, of 
any Sort, would eaſily be led to ſuch an 
Act of Inſincerity, as receiving the Sacra- 
ment in a Manner condemn'd by himſelf. 
It will not excuſe the Dean, that he charges the 
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Taſincerity only upon ſuch as receive the Sacra- 
ment in a Manner condemn'd by themſelves ; 
ſince he confounds Diſſenters of all Sorts 2 
this Charge, when he could not but kuow, that / 
ſome Diſſenters at all Times have declar'd their | 
Belief of the Lawfulnefs of Communion with the 
Church of England. 


* 2. I Wo ur p obſerve, that wo Papiſts, 
218 #pon the " 4 of his Church could ac- 
cept of an Office upon this Teſt, without 
groſs Prevarication and mental Reſerva- 
tion. He cannot ſo much as once commu- 
nicate with the Church of England, or 
an) other Proteſtant Church, without 
diſomning the fundamental Principle of his 
own mojt Uncatholick one, that there is 
no other Viſitle Church of Chriſt, but the 
Church of Rome, and [auch as live in 
obedience to it. This Telt therefore, of com- 
municating with the Church of England, 
might juſtly be conſirued in the Caſe of 
Popiſh Recuſants as an Evidence 4 their 
intire Renunciation of Popery, when they 
would communicate with another Church 
which was abſolutely diſowned to be a Church 
of Chriſt by That to which. they formerl 
belonged. And for the ſame Reaſon it mb 
very properly be alledged by my Lord of 
Bangor, as one Evidence among others, of 
Ar. Pillionere's Comverſion from Popery. 
But 
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But if the Doctor ſhall infer fram hence, as 
he ſeems to intend, that the Caſe is the ſame 
in Proteſtant Communions, he muſt be egre- 
giouſly miſtaken. There is 10 parallel 4 
Papiſt cannot communicate with any Pro- 
teſtant Church, upon the known Principles of 
his Church, without groſs Equivocation aud 
mental Reſervation; therefore neither can 
4 Proteſt ant communicate with more Proteſt ant 
Churches than one, when it is his avowed Prin- 
ciple that he may do ſo, and ought ib do ſo. In- 
deed ſuch a Concluſion can have no other founda- 
tion than this, that the Church of England, 
as well as the Church of Rome, dams all other 
Communions but her own; which God forbid 
ſhould be true! I therefore add, 


3. THAT communicating with the Church 


of England, can upon 20 juſt Reaſon be un- 


der ſtood as an Evidence, that 4 Man is ſo 
far 4 Member of that Church, or ſo ad- 
heres to that, as to be thereby excluded 
from having Communion alſo with any other 


Church, which profeſſes the ſame common 


Chriſtianity, tho" it may differ from that in 
many particulars of leſs Importance. Here the 


ſtreſs of the Reverend Dean's Argument muſt 
lie, that Men are not ſuppos'd to be 
of one Church and to communicate with 
another. z. e. they are ſuppoſed while they com- 
municate (for Taſtance) with the Church of 
85 | England ; 
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England; to be obliged not to communicate in 


the Churches of Proteſtant Diſſenters. *Tis 


aſtoniſhing to me that the Dean ſhould think 
this Principle needs no Proof; or if he thinks it 
needs any, that he ſhould omit to produce it. 
There is nothing of this Nature intimated ei- 
ther in the Corporation or Teſt-Acts; but 
only that Perſons admitted to Offices ſhould re- 
cerve the Sacrament after the Church- Uſage; 
i, e. Papiſts muſt become Proteſtants, and Pro- 
teſtants muſt be ſo far well-affefted tothe Church 
of England, as to own her for a Chriſtian 
Church, before they can be capable of Offices. 
Nor is there any Thing in the Nature of ſacra- 
mental Communion, to intimate any ſuch pecu- 
liar Attachment to the Church ot England, 


as ſhould debar us from Communion with every 


body elſe. The Deſign of it on the comtrary, as 
it is d:{crib'd in the New Teſtament,zs, next 
to our Remembrance of CHRIS T's Death, to 


fenify ourCommunicn with his whole Body or 
Church. | 


Bur I will detain the Reader no lonoer © 


from the following Diſcourſe, which I hope 
will make the Principles of an Occaſional 
Conformiſt to appear truly Chriſtian and Ca- 


tholick, and not juſtly liable either to the ſe- 


dere Imputations of the Reverend Dean, or 


the loud Cry which has been againſt it. 
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s the foregoing Remarks came out 

x a the 25 ye with the Dean's Se- 
. cond Edition, correQed : And find- 
: ing at the End of his Preface, inſtead of his 
; Bookſellers Catalogue of the Dean's Works, 
I ' an Advertiſement, wherein he ſays, He had 
; made, in this Second Edition, ſome few 
J Alterations, which were not intended to 
L alter the Senſe, but to expreſs it more 
y clearly : I had the Curioſity to turn over that 
5 Part of his Book, wherein I am concern'd in 
y the foregoing Argument, to ſee what Alterati- 
's ons might be made there, upon his ſecond 
+ Thoughts; And could not help obſerving the 
9 Change in this Sentence, p. 18. The Act of 
vr &« the Occaſional Conformiſt in receiving, &c. 

« came up to the Letter of the Law ; and yet y 

„ « was no Proof of what they [the Legiſlators] | 
” required.“ So it ſtands in the firſt Edition: 
il Hut in the ſecond, inſtead of requir'd, it is ex- 
. pected. The Alteration is, indeed, but in a ſiu- 
"> gle Word : Bat that ſeems of Importance in the 
—" Argument; and to intimate, 'That as the Do- 


cor owns himſelf in his Poſtſcript, to have re- 
ived Convittion, that he was in the Wrong, 
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in the Account he had given of Ring WII. 
LIAM's Inclination about the Teſt in relati- 
on to Proteſtant Diſſenters, from a Friend 
in the Country; /o be had receiv'd a Hint 
from ſome other Friend, that he was equally 
miſtalen, when he aſſerted, That the Legiſla- 
ture [in the Corporation and Teſt-Acts] re- 
quir'd conſtant Communion with the Church 
of England. TI: is now dwindled into this, 
That they expected it. I ſuppoſe, this depends 
upon Secret Hiſtory ; when the Reverend Dean 
produces that, we ſhall be able to judge of it. 
In the mean Time, I ſhall take leave to think, 
That they neither requir'd nor expected it, as 
the Term of Offices. 
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OST Men have intereſted Them- 
Al ſelves of late, one Way or other, 
in the Controverſy about Occaſi- 
onal Conformity; and They have 
paſs d their Judgments very diffe- 
rently upon it. Some there are, 
who undertake to juſtify it, as a commendable 
and uſefvl Practice: Others condemn the Pra- 
ctice, and think it unjuſtifiable in itſelf; though 
they do not immediately conclude, that all who 
uſe it,are for that Reaſon, ſuch bad and danger- 
ous Men, that they are in Prudence to be chain'd 
up, and not allow'd to ſerve the Government, 
leſt they ſhould ruin che Church. But the com- 
mon Cry has been loud againſt it, as a Practice 
inconſiſtent with itſelf, ſcandalous to Religion, 
and of manifeſt Danger to the Church. 

Ir is no great Wonder, That what uſually 
happens in Queſtions grown up into Party-Diſ- 
putes, ſhould happen in this Caſe, that artful 
| : Men 
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Men ſhould cloud them with Miſrepreſenta- 
tions: They know how afterwards to improve 
them, as the Foundation of the ſtrongeſt Pre- 
judices. 

Bur if a Man would judge truly of this, or 
any Caſe of like Nature, he muſt firſt clear it 
from all Miſre preſentations: He otherways 
does not give his Judgment on the Queſtion in 
Debate, but on another artfully ſhuffled into 
the Room of it. 

I SrarLL therefore endeavour to lay this Que- 
ſtion before my Reader in ſuch a Light, that 
by a fair View of what concerns the real Me- 
rit of the Cauſe, he may be able to examine it 
impartially, and paſs a ſure Judgment upon it. 

Ir will be neceſſary for this Purpoſe, to con- 
ſider the Opinion and Practice of Occaſional 
Conformity hiſtorically ; for as much as one of 
the common Preudices againſt it, is a Suppo- 
ſition, That it is a Practice lately taken up, a 
new Invention to evade the Teff- A# ; and that 
the beſt of the Diſſenters themſelves do con- 
demn it, and declare, they are ſcandalized at 
it. Now this being an Aſſertion of Facts, the 


Occaſional Conformiſt judges it may be eaſily 


determined, Whether he ought to lie under the 
Scandal of ſuch a Charge: And if it ſhall be 
found in Fact quite otherwiſe, whether he ought 
not for the fucure to be clear'd from it, and 
from all ſuch Prejudices and Inſinuations as are 
ſolely grounded upon it? He thinks, he need 
not go far to ſet this Matter right. There is a 
Proot againſt chat Supp ſit ion beyond Excepri- 
on, in one of the celebrated London Caſes. Dr. 
Williams (after Biſhup of Chicheſter,) undertakes 
to ſhzw the Lay Diiſenters the Lawfulneſs of 
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their Communion with the Church of England, 
from the Teſtimony of above an hundred emi- 
nent Nonconformiſts of ſeveral Perſuaſions; ſo 
that with him ic was a Caſe plain beyond deni- 
al, That not only ſome Few, but many Non- 
conformiſts, and they not the moſt inconſidera- 
ble or leaſt eſteem'd among them, but eminent 
Nonconformiſts of ſeveral Perſuaſions, had o- 
penly avowed their Opinion as to the Lawful- 
neſs of Occaſional-Communion with the Church 
of England. I ſhall, for the clearer underſtand- 
ing of their Judgment in this Caſe, tranſcribe 
ſome of their declared Opinions, in the Order 
that Reverend Perſon has placed them. 

Firſt; Hs ſhews what Opinion the moſt emi- 
nent and ſober Nonconformiſts have had of the 
Church of England ; That they own her to bea 
true Church. This he proves from the Judg- 
ment of an eminent Perſon, as he calls Mr. Bay- 
ley, who ſays of the old Nonconformiſts, They 
did always plead againſt the Corruptions of 
the Church F England; but never againſt the 
Truth of her Being, or the Comfort of her 
% Communion.. As much (adds he) is affirm'd 
** of the preſent Nonconformiſts, by a grave 
* and ſober Perſon among them, (Mr. Corbet) 
* + The Presbyterians generally hold the Church 
* of England to be a true Church, though de- 
fe ive in its Order and Diſcipline. The like 
* (he adds) is alſo affirm'd, even by thoſe of 
the Congregational Way. So the Brethren 
in their eApology : The unreaſonable Power in 
** Church Governors, did never work in any of us 
au other Thought, much leſs Opinion, but that 
© the eMiniſtry thereof (of the Engliſh Courch) 
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was a true Miniſtry. And * Dr. Tho. Goodwin 
doth condemn it as an Error in thoſe who 
hold particular Churches (thoſe you call Pa- 
riſh-Churches) to be no true Churches of 
CnRisr, and their Miniſters to be no true 
Miniſters ; and upon that Ground forbear all 
Church-Communion with them. And Mr. 
Tombs, one of the Diſſenters that deny In- 
fant Baptiſm ; It is no more againſt the Goſpel 
to term the Believers of England, the Church 
of England, than it is to term the Believers 
throughout the World, the Catholick Church; 
nor is it more unfit for us to term ourſelves Mem- 
bers of the Catholick Church; nor à there Need 
to ſhew any Inſtitution of our Lord, more for the 
one than the other. | 

Secondly, © Hz ſhews what Opinion the ſo- 
ber and eminent Nonconformiſts have of 


they are not totally to ſeparate from it. This, 
(he obſerves) follows from the former, and 
muſt be own'd by all them that hold ſhe is a 
true Church. So ſay the Members of the 
Aſſembly of Divines, To depart (totally) 


from true Churches, is not to hold Commu- 


nion with them as ſuch, but rather by de- 
parting to declare them not to be ſuch. The 
Errors of theſe Men, faith Mr. Brightman, 
[| is full of Evil, who do in ſuch a Manner 
make a Departure from this Church (by total 


Separation), as if Cuxisr were quite baniſh'd 
from hence, and that there could be no Hope 
of Salvation to them that abide there; let 
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ce theſe Men conſider, That CHRIS r is here 
ce feaſting with his Members; will they be a- 
cc ſham'd to fit at Meat there, where Curisr 
cc jg not aſham'd to fit? * And the Diſſenting 
cc Brethren, We have always profeſs'd, and 
cc that in thoſe Times when the Churches of 
ce England were the moſt either actually over- 
* ſpread with Defilements, or in the greateſt 
* Danger thereof, that we both did, and would 
cc hold Communion wich them as the Church 
© of Cyur1sT. This was the publick Senſe of 
© Many, who met a little after the Plague and 
« and Fire, to conſider, Whether their actual 
& Forbearance to joyn with the Pariſh-Church- 
© es in the Sacraments, might not tend to de- 
* ceive Men, and make them believe, They 
© took their Communion to be unlawful : For 
© upon Reaſons given in, They agreed ſuch 
* Communion to be lawful, and meet, when 
« it would not do more Harm than Good.” 

I Mrcur add to theſe Teſtimonies cited by 
the Biſhop, the known Practice of Dr. Bates, 
Mr. Baxter, and ſeveral others, Men of great 
Eminency among the Diſſenters. And as the 
Lords oblerv'd to the Commons at a Confe- 
rence, © || The Party of all the Diſſenters that 
* come neareſt to the Church, and of whom 
** the greateſt Numbers have come over to it, 
* were thoſe that pleaded for it.” They there- 
fore juſtly ſaid, © They muſt acquaint the 
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„ Commons, That it is no new Practice in- 


** vented to evade a Law ; but it has been lo 


*© the Principle and Practice of ſome of the 
| SLOT © moſt 
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ce moſt eminent among the Diſſenters. It does 
indeed appear to have been the Opinion of the 
moſt eminent private Men among the old Pau- 
ritans, and Modern Nonconformiſts, and to be 
avow'd'by the publick Voice of the Aſſembly of 
Divines and diſſenting Brethren, and Noncon- 
formiſt Miniſters after the R-/toration ; that is, 
To have been the Opinion of many Diſſen- 
ters of all Denominations, and at all Times. 
And though there have been ſome of the Diſſen- 
ters, at the ſame time, that have never uſed it, 
and have own'd, That in their Judgment, all 
Communion with the Church of England was un- 
lawful, or as the Lords expreſs it, The fierceſt 
« of the Diſſenters, who intended to keep 
* up a Wall of Partition between Them and 
* the Church, have oppos'd it much :” Yet it 
is notorious, beyond a Poſſibility of Denial, 
there were Many that did not ſeparate with ſo 
much Diſſatisfaction; but continu'd to declare 
in Principle and Practice, they did eſteem the 
Church a true Church, and Communion with 
her as ſuch lawful, and meet, on ſome Occa- 
fions. It ſeems therefore ſomewhat ſtrange, 
That the Gentlemen, Managers for the Com- 
mons, ſhould ſo far miſtake a plain Fact, as to 
acquaint the Lords at the ſaid Conference, 
That the Intent of the Bill to prevent Occa- 
* fional. Conformity, was only to reſtrain a very 
© ſcandalous Practice, which is a Reproach to 
% Religion, gives Offence to all good Chri- 
« ſtians, and to the beſt among the Diſſenters 
« themſelves.” Could theſe Gentlemen, who 


were deſirous to appear ſo zealouſly concern d 


for the Church, be in good earneſt, when they 
call chem the beſt among the Diſſenters, m= 
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did moſt fiercely ſeparate from it, and upofi 
ſuch Principles, as muſt abſolutely refuſe all 
Communion with ir. They ſaid, indeed, 
* They were incapable of having any Deſign, 
ce they were aſham'd to own. ” But it ſeems 
plain, They had Reaſons they did not think 
fit to mention, that theſe of all the Diſſenters 
ſhould ſtand firſt in their good Grace and Opi- 
nion. It ſeems alſo very ſtrange, they ſhould 
add, © That the Parliament by the Teft-A&#, 
*© thought they had ſecur'd our Eſtabliſhment 
* both in Church and State; and that they 
* had provided a ſufficient Barrier to defeat 
e and diſappoint any Attempts againſt them, 
© by enacting, That all in Offices, ſhould re- 
© ceive the Sacrament of the Lord's- Supper ac- 
© cording to the Rites and Ulage of the Church 
«© of England; and never imagin'd, a Set of 
© Men could at any time riſe up, whoſe Con- 
© ſciences were too tender to obey the Laws 

*© but hardned enough to break thro' any.“ As 
this was deſign'd for a Deſcription of Occaſion- 
al Conformiſts, of Men that thought them- 
ſelves at liberty to diſſent from the Eſtabliſh'd 
Church, and were yet ready upon Occaſion to 
joyn in Communion with it: Tis unaccount- 
able, how Men of cheir Knowledge in the Af- 
fairs of the Nation, ſhould fall into ſuch a Mif- 
take : There was no need of a ſtrong Imagina- 
tion, they might have fatisfy'd themſelves very 
eaſily, and have been certain, there was at the 
very Time the Teſt- Act palſgd, ſuch a Set of 
Men in being; thac is, there were many Occa= 
ſonal Conformiſts, and there had ever been 
many of the ſame Principles, ſince the Names 


bf 
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of Puritans and Nonconformiſts were known in 
the Kingdom. 

Uoron the Whole, This is ſo plain in Fact, 
that if for the future, the Practice of Occaſional» 
Conformity ſhall be repreſented as ſcandalous, 
becauſe tis ſuppos'd a new Invention to evade 
the Teſt-Act, and which gives Offence to all 
good Chriſtians, and the beſt of the Diſſenters; 
the Authors of it muſt bear to be told, It is not 
true in Fact, and can only be ſupported by a 
ſcandalous Falſhood. 

AxvxoruER Milrepreſation of Occaſional 
Conformity, and popular Prejudice drawn from 
it, is to repreſent it as a plain Inſtance of ſelf- 
Contradiction and Hypocriſy : That it is by 
turns for a Man to condemn himſelf and his 
own Actions; to declare his Occaſional Com- 
munion Unlawful by his Diſſent, and his Diſ- 
ſent unlawful by his Occaſional Communion ; 
and that ne muſt therefore be a Hy pocrite ei- 
ther in the one or the other. 

Bur the Occaſional Conformiſt hopes a little 

Conſideration of his Caſe will ſerve to ſet a- 
fide this Prejudice againſt him, as well as the 
former, He thinks a bare View of the Princi- 
ples he goes upon, will ſhew a very conſiſtent 
Reaſon, why a Man may not always commu- 
nicate with a Church, when yet he may think 
is meet to communicate with it ſome Times. 
For he Supports his Practice by theſe few plain 
Principlcs. | 

Thar every Man is to Worſhip God in that 
Way which he judges moſt agreeable to his Will. 


TAT eviry Man in making that Fudgment is 
free from the authoritative Determination of any 


ther Perſons, Civil or Eccleſiaſtical, 
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THarT Private Perſons, and Perſons united in 
religious Societies or Churches, differing from each 
other in their Tudgment, and by Conſequence in the 
Uſe of ſeveral Modes of Worſhip ; may yet be good 


Chriſtians, and true Churches, and their Worſhip of 


God ſeverally acceptable to God, though in ſome Re- 
ſpe#ts differing from each Other. 

\ Thar theſe diſfering Ferſons and Churches are to 
expreſs their Charity, and that good Opinion they 
hawe of each other, as good Chriſtians and true 
Churches, notwithſtanding their Difference: And 
that this they are to do, among other Inſtances, by 
mutual Communion. 

Nov it cheſe plain Principles are true, 
which ſhall be examined afterwards, as they are 
verV conſiſtent with themſelves, they do in all 
Reſpects juſtify his Practice: For his Practice 
is no more than this: He does ſtatedly Wor- 
ſhip God among the Diſſenters, and on Occa- 
ſion with the Church of England. Now here are 
two Religious Societies, that both Worfhip the 
ſame God, and according to the ſame Rule che 
Bible; but with ſome Rites and Modes of Wor- 
ſhip differing from each Other. In this Caſe 


he endeavours to judge which of theſe Ways is 
moſt agreeable to the Will of God. 


In making 
this Judgment, as he believes, he is not to be 
derermined by Authority, and therefore is nor 


oblig'd to chooſe and prefer the Way of the 


Church of England, merely becauſe it is eſta- 
bliſhed by Law, to the Way of the Diſſenters 
becauſe that is not ſo eſtabliſhed: But is to 
judge for himſelf, as Things ſhall appear to 
him upon due Examination. Well then, on 


Examination, he judges, that of the two, the 
Way of the Diilenters comes neareſt to the 
Rule 
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Rule of Gop's Word; accordingly he chuſes 
and prefers it, as his conſtant Way of Wor- 
ſhipping Gop: Bur at the ſame Time he al- 
lows the Worſhip of Gop to be acceptable to 
him in the Church of England, though not in 
all Reſpects ſo near the Rule of His Word, as 
with the Diſſenters. He owns it to be a true 
Church, and the Members of it to be good 
Chriſtians, notwithſtanding they do in ſome 
Reſpeas differ from him. This good Opinion 
of the Church of England, he is ready to teſtify 
publickly, and among other Inſtances by 
Communion with it on proper Occaſions. 
Suppoſing, I ſay, theſe Principles to be true, 
they fully juſtify him in his Practice. But at 
preſent let the Suppoſal of their Truth be laid 
alide ; tis manifeſt, be they True or Falſe, 
they are yet very conſiſtent with themſelves. 
If they are Erroneous, and he is miſtaken in 
them, he may yet be a very Honeſt, and ſin- 
cere Man in believing them, and in acting ac- 
cording to them. And the Occaſional Confor- 
miſt, deſires it may be remark'd here, that if 
he ſhould be Miſtaken in One or Other of theſe 
Principles; yet even an Error in them will 
have a favourable Plea for Excuſe. He will 
certainly in his Caſe have the ſame Plea for 
Allowance and Toleration, that all other Men 
have in their Miſtakes; and conſidering the 
Nature of his Error, it it be One, he thinks 
there are ſome peculiar Circumſtances that 
forbid a ſevere Cenſute of ic. 

For if he is miſtaken, tis ia a Queſtion 
about Church Power, and the Obſervation of 


Rites and Modes of Worſhip: And every One, 
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ons, muſt obſerve, they are often very Diffi- 
cult to be determined. This appears from the 
almoſt Infinite Variety of Opinions about 
them: So that it will be no Wonder, if in 
Queſtions of ſuch Difficulty, both honeſt and 
enquiring Men ſhould be miſtaken. In ſuch 
Cales, he apprehends it very hard and unjuſt to 
charge Men with Self-Contradiction ; much 
more wich Hypocriſy. In truth, Hypocriſy is 
a Charge of ſo high a Nature, ſo very difficult, 
if not impoſſible to be known to any but a 
Man's ſelf and his own Conſcience ; that there 
are very Few, if any Inſtances, wherein Men 
take upon themſelves to charge others with it, 
bur, beſides the Guilt of Injuſtice to their Neigh- 
bours by raſh Judgment, they are alſo farther 
guilty of invading a Province which God has re- 
ſerv'd to himſelf as the Searcher of Hearts. Nor 
does Self-Contradiction immediately follow up- 
on a ſuppos'd or real Contradiction between 2a 
Man's receiv'd Principles. He only contradicts 
himſelf, when he profeſſes to retain Principles, 
that he himſelf knows and perceives are contra- 
dictory to each other : But who can ever be 
well aſſur'd of that, who has obſerv'd, that the 
greateſt Part of the World, have in many Things 
ſuch ſnort Views, are ſo weak in their Judg- 
ments, and eſpecially in Queſtions, where an 
Enquiry after Truth is laborious, and the Ha- 
zard of miſſing it at laſt is very great? Moſt 
eſpecially in this Caſe, where the Principles 
themſelves are very conſiſtent ; and if there is 
any Fault in them at all, it is that ſome or other 


of them are erroneous, not that they contra- 
dict each other? 
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BESsID RES, the Occaſional Conformiſt judges 
ſome Favour is due to his Principles, though 
miſtaken, becauſe they have apparenely a good 
Dehgn; becaule they ſeem to proceed ar lc aſt 
from a good Purpoſe of preſcrving entire Chri- 
ſtian Liberty, and Chriſtan Charity, and recon- 
ciling them to each other This is certainly a ve- 
ry uſeful and good Intention, and mutt be of 
very great Service to the World, if any Way 
can be found out to effect it. It deſerves there- 
fore the ſame Treatment, that honeſt Intenti- 
ons and good Deſigns ſhould meet with from 
the World, when they cannot always accom- 
pliſh what they propoſe. 

Ufo the fame Grounds, he thinks, he has 
alſo a ready Anſwer to another common Mil- 
repreſentation and Prejudice: That it is ſcan- 
dalous Practice for a Man to conform occꝶ ſfonally, 
that is, for the Sake of Preferment. That when be 
cannot bring his Conſcience ro comply with the Laws, 
that require his conſtant Conformity, he can ſir in 
bis Conſcience to a Compliance when a Place of Pro- 


fit and Advantage calls upon him for it. As odi- 


ous as this Charge may appear at firſt view, he 
thinks little more need to be ſaid to it, than 
barely to ask them that lay this Charge againſt 
him, What it is they mean by it? He ſuppoſes, 
they cannot mean, that barely to receive the 
Communion on Occaſion of Preferment is a 
fcandalous Practice, and in itſelf odious: Be- 
cauſe they muſt know, this will bring an Odi- 
um on a Law that requires ir, and which they 
are too fond of, to repreſent as requiring and 
enjoYning an odious and ſcandalous Practice. 
For if only to take the Communion on Occa - 


ſion 


ſion of Preferment, or if they like the Expreſs 1 
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ſion better, for the Sake of a Place is this ſcan- 
dalous Practice, they mean ; then every One 
that does ſo in Obedience to the Te Ad, is 
actually guilty ot it: That is, every Church of 
England Man himſelf, that is ever promoted to 
a Place of Profit or Truſt. 

Or all the Perſon; to whom the Character 
of Occaſional Conformiſts may be given, ir 
belongs to none ſo fully and properly as to 
them who never were at the Communion but 
when they are oblig'd to be ſo for a Place 
and were they not under that Neceſſicy, would 
never receive it at all. Theſe Men are ſtared 
Diſſenters, not from the particular Rites or U- 
ſages of this or the other Church, but from 
the Sacraments of Chriſtianity themſelves; and 
therein from all the Chriſtian Churches in the 
World. And the ſole Reaſon even of their 
Occaſional Communion, is Obedience to a 
Law that makes it convenient for their Civil 
Intereſts ro conform to it. It muſt be a very 
Odd Way of reckoning, to Account ſuch Per- 
ſons conſtant Conformiſts, becauſe they are in 
Communion with no other Church, but that 
Etftabliſh'd by Law; when properly ſpeaking 
they are not in Communion with that, and 
conform only to a legal Qualification for Civil 
Priviledges. It is ſomewhat ſtrange that Men 
are to be accounted in Communion with a 
particular Church, only becauſe they are pro- 


perly in Communion with no Church at all. 


Ir it is any Pare of their real Meaning, that 
this is a ſcandalous Practice, I could help them 
to a Way how they might free the whole 
Church and Nation from that odious Practice 
for the future; which 1 ſhall be ready to com- 


municate 


(16) 


municate, if they ſhall be in good earneſt to 
apply a Remedy to it. 

Bur their true Meaning (if they have a 
Meaning) muſt I ſuppoſe be this; Thar it is a 
ſcandalous Practice in an Occaſional Confor- 
miſt to do that for the Sake of Preferment, 
which he judges unlawful to do without it, 
and which is inconſiſtent with his conſtant and 
avow'd Practice of Diſſent. As this is the only 


Meaning it can have; it happens to be ſo far 


favourable to the Occaſional Conformiſt, that 
it is wholly impertinent, and nothing to the 
Purpoſe. For this is not the Caſe of the Occa- 
ſional Conformiſt. It appears to have been his 
avow'd Principle and Practice, to communi- 


cate occaſionally with the Church of England, 


before ever Communion with the Church was 
made a legal Qualification. He juſtifies his 
Practice by Principles at leaſt conſiſtent with 
each other, and which will reconcile his Oc- 
caſional Conformity with his ſtated Diſſent. 
And therefore as far as concerns him, this 
mighty Out-cry comes to Nothing. In good 
earneſt the Cry againſt it, is by far more ſcan- 
dalous than the Practice: For was the Intereſt 
of the Church, and the Reconciliation of the 
Diſſenters to be ſincerely conſulted, we ſhould 
hear, inſtead of it, the former Exhortations to 
them, to conform as far as they can, not to 
feparate farther than they needs muſt, and to 
beware that they manage their Difference with 
the Church, without Paſſion and Reſentment. 
Such were the Exhortations of former Times; 
and then the Want of Occaſional Conformicy 
was the Thing complain'd of. At preſent in- 
deed a quite contrary Behaviour is become the 

Modern 


(47) 


Modern Faſhion. Which may probably let us 
into the Secret, how it comes to paſs, that the 
warmeſt Diſſenters are the beſt in the Opini- 
on of theſe zealous Churchmen : That is, The 
of all the Diſſenters, are leaſt likely to ſtand in 
the Way of cheir own Ambition, and Intreague- 
ing for Places and Powers; and they value this 
one Circumſtance, which they hope may be 
ſerviceable to themſelves, much more than 
any Reſpect the Diſſonters have for the Church, 
or any good Opinion they retain of it. 
HowzvzR, it may {till be ſaid, Though the 
Practice of Occalional- Conformity ſhould be freed 
from the Charge of Novelty, of Hypocriſy, and Self- 
Contradiction, and a ſcandalous Stretch of Conſci- 
ence, for Profit and Preferment : It may yet deſerve 


to be condemn d as erronecus, as a Practice depending 


on ſuch Principles as are of very dangerous Tendency, 


and ſhould be carefully watch d againſt, to preſerve 
the Peace and Order of Church and State. If it 
may be ſo, the Occaſional Conformiſt defires 
that Juſtice however, not to be condemn'd by 
may be'ss He thinks, he can juſtity che Truth 
of his Principles, and the Uſefulneſs and good 
Tendency of his Practice, as well as the Ho- 
neſty and good Meaning of his Intentions. 
He does not refuſe to joyn Iſſue on this 
Point, and have his Principles fairly exa- 
min'd by Reaſon, Scripture, and Apoſtolical 
Practice: However, ſaving to himſelf che Bene- 
fic and Advantage of his former Plea, and his 
juſt Claim of all Privileges due to honeſt and 
well-meaning Men, that are miſtaken, if on 
Examination of his Principles, they ſhall yet be 
judged by any Perlons falle and erroneous. 
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« Hrs firf Principle ſeems to him ſo plain and 
evident, that it needs no long or labour'd Proof. 


It will hardly admit of a Debate, Whether a Man 
is toſerveGOoD in that Way, which is moſt agree- 


able to his Will? Tis the Voice of natural Re- 
ligion, That the higheſt Honour is due to Gop. 


That therefore Men are to worſhip Him in the 


moſt perfect Manner they can, as ſuch Wor- 
ſhip of Gov, is certainly the moſt acceptable, 


and the moſt reaſonable Service. To act other- 
ways inthe Worſhip of Gop, is not to honour, 
but deſpiſe Hu, and rather to affront than 
worſhip Hin. But every Man does then deny 
the higheſt Honour to Gor, and refuſe to wor- 
fhip Him in the beſt Manner he can, who does 


not worſhip Hin in the Way he beſt approves 


of; for his Service of Gop muſt then want the 
Concurrence of his Heart and Mind, when he 
offers to Gop what he verily believes is not the 
beſt ; which muſt therefore be, at leaſt in De- 
ſign and Intention, a Contempt of Go p. And 
now that Gop has been pleaſed expreſsly to re- 
veal to the World, what Service Het requires of 
Men, and what Worſhip is moſt acceptable ro 
Himſelf, He has taken Care to aſſure us of 


this Truth, That the principal and moſt neceſ- 


fary Part of all Worſhip, is che Concurrence of 
the Heart and Mind. For whatſoever may be 


_ doubtful as to this or the other particular Part 
or Mode of that Worſhip which is directed by 


his Revelarion, this at leaſt is very plain and 


certain, That no Part of Worſhip is, or can be 
well perform'd, where Faith and inward Sin- 
cerity are wanting. So that no Man can ſerve 
God acceptably, or worſhip Him honourably, 
or follow the moſt certain Rules of natural and 

| | revealed | 
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revealed Religion, who does not act from an 
upright Conſcience, and ſincere Belief that he 
is ſerving Gop in the beſt Manner he can, and 


the molt agreeable to his Will. And tis remark- 
able, this Principle holds true, whatever be the 
Meaſure of his Judgment, and Rule of his Con- 
ſcience, whether it be his own Examition of 
the Word of God, to learn for himſelf what is 
the Will of Go p, and what Worſhip, is moſt 
agreeable to it; or whether he thinks it' more 
convenient that other Perſons ſhould judge for 
him, and he judges it fit for him to follow their 
Determinations: For finally his Conſcience 
muſt be his own Judgment, and can be nothing 
elſe, let the Reaſons which determine ir, be 
what they will. Nay, ſuppoſing he ſhould 
judge, that for the Sake of Peace and Order, 
and in Obedience to the Authority of the 
Church, he is to comply with what is appoint- 
ed and ſettled in the Worſhip of Gop, when it 
may be, ſome Things ſo determin'd, are not 


in his private Opinion, moſt agreeable co the 


Word of Gop : Yet even in ſuch a Caſe, he acts 
upon this Principle ; for as much, as he then 
ſubmits his private Opinion, for the Sake of 
Peace and Order, to the Authoricy of the 
Church, becauſe he himſelf judges it is moſt a- 
greeable to the Will of Gop he ſhould do ſo; 
and becauſe he himſelf judges when, and how 


far it is fit and reaſonable for him to do lo. All 


Worſhip of God, mult then be with the Con- 


currence of a Man's Heart and Conſcience, un- 
leſs he can be ſuppos'd to ſerve Go belt, a- 


ainſt his Conſcience, or without any Con- 


ſcience at all, 
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Tux ſecond Principle of the Occaſional Con- 
formiſt, has been more controverted, and is 
eſteem d much more liable to Exception; That 
every «Man in judging what is moſf agreeable to the 
Will of GOD is free from the authoritative Deter- 
mination of any other Perſon, or Perſons, Civil or 
Eccleſiaſtical. But he thinks, he can fully juſtify 
it to any Man, that will fairly examine it, with- 
out Prejudice. Conſcience, is molt certainly 
private Judgment, and can be nothing elle. 
The Bible is the Religion of a Proteſtant, which 
contains the whole of Go »'s Will revealed to 
the Church. It is confeſo'd on all Hands among 
Proteſtants, That this Bible is to be put into 
every Man's Hand, and that it is the Duty of 
every Man to ſtudy it, and endeavour to under- 
ſtand it. It is not only a Permiſſion, but a Com- 
mand of Scripture itſelf, To prove all Things; to 
ſearch the Scriptures: But it is not eaſy to imagine, 
why this ſhould be a Duty, unleſs it was thereby 
intended Men ſhould follow what they find up- 
on Searching the Scriptures; and afrer having 
proved all Things, ſhould hold fuſt that which is good. 


That is plainly, They are to act according to 


their Conſcicnce, or private Judgment, which 
they have made upon a fair and ſerious Enquiry 
into the Meaning of Gop's Will revealed in the 

Bible, as the Rule of their Faith and Practice. 
Now, as this 1s the allow'd Duty of every 
Man, a Method preſcrib'd by the reveal d Will 
of Gop for the Rule of Conſcience ; every au- 
thoritative Determination, contrary to ſuch 
Judgment, is plainly inconſiſtent with it; and 
for that Reaſon, were there no other, is im- 
poſſible. The very Suppoſition of ſuch Autho- 
rity, ſuppoſing the former Duty, is a Contradi- 
by ion. 
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ion. It contains innumerable Abſurdities. Tt 
might oblige a Man to Impoſſibilities; to obey 
Gov and Man at the ſame time in Commands 
oppoſite and contradictory to each other ; and 
to believe himſelf in the Wrong, at the ſame 
time he muſt verily believe himſelf in the 
Right. 

Bes1Drs, it wants little Proof, among Prote- 
ſtants at leaſt, That all Men are fallible, and 
may be miſtaken: Tis the publick Voice of 
the Church. * General Councils, when 
© they be gathered together, may err, and 
ſometimes have erred; even in Things per- 


ce taining to G»D: Wherefore Things ordain- 


ed by them as neceſſary to Salvation, have 


cc 
cc 
Cc. 


neither Strengh nor Authority, unleſs it may 
be declar'd that they are taken out of the 


learned Prelate obſerv'd in his Expoſition on that 
Article, That we reverence the Councils 
* (or their Det. rminations)) for the Sake of the 
Doctrine; but do not believe the Doctrine 
© for the Sake of the Councils.” There ap- 
pear'd too much of humane Frailty in ſome of 
their Proceedings, to allow us ſuch an implicit 
Submiſſion to them, as to believe Things onl 
becaule they ſo decided them. In Effect, it is 10 
allow d, That in Matters of Faith, and Things 
neceſſary to Salvation, there is no ſuch autho- 
ritative Determination lodg'd in any Perſons. 
An ov the only Part of this Queſtion that re- 
mains diſputable, is, How far Things not ab- 
ſolutely commanded or forbidden in the Word 
of Gop, may be determin'd by ſome humane 
Authority, and made Parts of the Worſhip of 
Gor, 


\ 


s Article XXI. 


Holy dcriptures It will hence follow, as a 
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Gov, with which all Perſons are oblig'd to 
comply, whatever their private Opinions may 
be of the Reaſon or Fitneſs of ſuch Determina- 
tion. Now, as far as this concerns the preſent 
Caſe, and the Practice of Occaſſonal Conformity, 
it may be reſolv'd in very few Words. If a 
Man in ſearching the Scriptures does find, ac- 
cording to the beſt of his Judgment, That for 
humane Authority to impoſe Things neither 
commanded nor forbidden in Scripture, and 
therefore in themſelves Indifferent, as necc ſſa- 
ry Terms of Chriſtian- Communion, is contra- 
Ty to the Scripture Rules of Chriſtian Liberty 
and Charity: It he ſhall judge, I ſay, that as 
they are made neceſſary Terms of Communion, 
a Compliance with them, is by Conicqusnce 
made a neceſſary Term of Salvation, and that 
the Scriptures do not allow any Thing to be 
made a neceſſary Term of Salvation, but what 
they have themſelves cxpreſsly made ſo: If a 
Man ſo judges, he cannor in Conſcience cum- 
ply with ſuch [mpoſitions ; but muſt diſſent 
frem them. For in ſuch a Caſe, he goes upon 
a Judgment which concerns the Meaning of 
the Word of Gov, and which no humane De- 
termination can over-rule ; Upon a Judgment, 
that however they are in themſelves indifferent, 
and ſo not forbidden in Scripture ; yet it is for- 
bidden in Scripture co impoſe them as neceſſa- 

Terms of Chriſtian Communion And in 
ſuch a Caſe, he is as free from the Deter mina- 
tions of humane Authority, as he is in other 
Matters of Faith, and Things ordain'd as ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation: In which Caſes, the Ar- 
ticles of the Church expreſsly affirm, © Even 


71 General Councils, have neither Strength nor 
Authority, 
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& Authority, unleſs it may be declar'd they are 
* taken out of Holy Scripture. ” That is, they 
are not to be receiy'd on their Authority, but 
on the Authority of Scripture 

Tus Occaſional Conformiſt hopes, he can 


ſhew his third Principle is equally true; That 


private Perſons, and Perſons united in religiuu So- 
cieties or Churches differing from each other in their 
TFudgments, and by Conſequence in their Uſe of ſe- 
veral Modes of Worſhip, may yet be ſeverally good 


Chriſtians, and true Churches, and their Serwice of 


Goo acceptable to Him, tboug h in [ome Reſpects dif- 
ferent from each other. This, he thinks, does 
plainly follow from the conſtant Experience 
of all Mens Weakneſs and Imperfection, and 
how liable they are to Miſtake and Error, 
not withſtanding the moſt honeſt and ſincere 
Enquiry after Truth. He does not fee, how ic 
can be otherways in a Stare, where we ſee 
Things darkly, and know bur in Part. He 
finds all Claims yet made to Infallibility, no 
becter than bold and faiſe Pretences : And it 
can be no great Wonder, that fallible Men 
ſhould be miſtaken. 


For this Reaſon he concludes, it cannot be, 


that every Error or Mittake of private Perſons 
or Churches, mult be of ſuch a malignant Na- 
ture, as to deſtroy their Chriſtianity. If it were 
ſo, true Chriſtianity and Salvation, would be 
nearly, if not abſolutely impoſſible to every pri- 
vate Perſon, and to every Church, from the 
neceſſary and unavoidable Condition of this 
preſent Life Nor is this only the preſent State 
of Men and Churches. Errors in Principle, and 
Miſcarriages in Practice, have been the Growth 
of every Age: Churches of the very firſt Anti- 
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quity were not privileg'd from this common 


Condition of Humanity: They are on Record 
Examples of it, when under the Care and In- 
ſttuction of inſpired Governors, and the Apo- 
ſtles themſelves. No Man can well doubt of 
this, who has ever remark'd the Errors and Miſ- 
carriages taken Notice of in Scripture, in the 
Churches of Corinth, Galatia, and eſpecially the 
Seven Churches in Aſia: And yet they are ma- 
nifeſtly in the ſame Scriptures, that note their 
Errors and Miſcarriages, ſuppos'd to be Saints, 
and the Churches of Gop. It is certain, that 
an abſolute Uniformity in ſeveral Churches, is 
not neceſſary to their reſpective Acceptance 
with Gop: The Church has declar'd accord- 
ingly in her Articles, lt is not neceſſary, 
«< that Traditions and Ceremonies be in all 
© Places one and utterly alike; for at all Times 
« they have been diverſe, and may be chang'd 
c according to the Diverſity of Countrics and 
« Mens Manners ; ſo that Nothing be ordain'd 
« againſt Gop's Word.“ However then they 
differ from each other, and fall into ſome Miſ- 
takes themſelves in Things of leſſer Impor- 
tance, they may yet be accepted of Gop where- 
in they agree, in the greater and more eſſoential 
Parts of Chriſtian Religion, a ſincere Faith, a 
devout Worſhip, and true Holineſs. 

Tus Occaſional Conformiſt believes alſo, 
his Ia, Principle will appear true upon a fair 
Examination; That theſe differing Perſons and 
Churches, are to expreſs their Charity, and that yood 
Opinion they have of each other as good Chriſtians, 
and true Churches, notwithſtanding their Difference; 
and thus they are to do, among other Inſtances of their 

Charity, 
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Charity, by mutual Communion. He ſuppoſes It 
will be eaſily allow'd him, he acts very ſafely 
and well, when he conforms his Judgment of 
Perſons and Churches differing from him, to 
that Judgment which G op Lima makes of 
them : And that as he is co eſteem them good 
Chriſtians, and true Churches, he is upon pro- 
per Occaſions, to own ͤ that Judgment in his 
Practice. He heartily agrees to all that has 
been ſaid in the Argument againſt Schiſm and 
Diviſion, for the high and neceſſary Obligation 
of Brotherly-Love and Charity, * Which ſo 
* much ſerves to raiſe and purify the Nature 
e of Men, and to make humane Socicty per- 
* fect, which raiſes a Man to the Likeneſs of 
© Gov, and creates the tendereſt Union and 
* firmeſt Happineſs potible among all the So- 
* Cietics of Men. He obſerves wich them, 
That our Saviour has ſo enlarg'd the Obliga- 
tion to it, as to make it by the Extent he has 
given it, @ great and new Commandment, by 
which all the World may know his Followers 
from the reft of Mankind. He certainly ga- 
thers with them upon all theſe Conſidera- 
tions, that the diffolving this Union, the diſ- 
locating this Body, and the doing any Thing 
that may extinguiſh the Love and Charity; 
by which Chriſtians are to be made fo hap- 
py themſelves, and ſo uſcful to one another, 
and by which the Body of Chrittians grows 
much the firmer and ſtronger, and ſhines more 
in the World; that, I ſay, the doing this upon 
{light Grounds, muſt be a Sin of a very high 
Nature. Now, the Occaſional Conformiſt 
cannot but think, a bare Difference in Judg- 
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ment and Practice from him, where yet the 


Worſhip of Go is acceptable to Him, is ſuch 
a flight Ground, as will not juſtify the doing 


of any Thing that may extinguiſh the Love 


and Charity that ought to be among Chriſtians. 


And though every Man is oblig'd to follow 


the Dictates of his own Conſcience, and in ſo 


doing to ſerve Gop in the beſt Manner he can; 
he is yet to prevent, if he may, all that Alie- 


nation of Mind, thoſe rafh Cenſures, and un- 
juſt Judgments of each other, that do uſually 


ariſe from wide and warm Diviſions. 


Now, upon theſe Conſiderations, he thinks, 
he may well expreſs his good Opinion of 
Churches differing from his own, upon proper 
Occaſions, by mutual Communion. For by 
that Act he does, more fignally than by any 


other, declare his Approbation of that Church, 


with which he communicates, as a true Church, 
and the Worſhip of Gop us'd in it as accepta- 
ble to HN; and does own it for one of thoſe 
Churches, which. together with others, make 
up the Catholick or Univerſal Church of 
CRRIST in the World. Whereas if on the 


Contrary, he was to refuſe Communion at all 


Times, and on every Occaſion, with Churches 
differing from his own, it might amount to a 
Denial of every Church but his own : It might 
too juſtly ſeem appropriating true Chriſtianity, 
and the true Worſhip of Go p, to himſelf and 
his own Party only, and with the Domatiſts, to 
unchriſtian all that did not fee with his Eyes. 
Beſides, that this muſt alienate the Minds of 
Men, and occaſion raſh and unchriſtian Cen- 
ſures of each other; it is abſolutely contrary 
to his own Principles of Chriſtian me” on 

9 which 


9 


which he juſtifies his own diſſent from other 
Churches. Is it his Duty to ſearch the Scrip- 
tures as the Rule of Faith and Worſhip, and 
then to ſerve Go p according, to his Conſci 
ence, or the beſt Judgment he,can, make. of it 
Is not the ſame equally the Duty and Privilege 
of other Perſons and other Churches ? So that 
in ſuch Caſe to refuſe Communion with them. 
becauſe they have not in all Things the ſame 
Judgment with themſelves, is in Effe to un- 
church them for one of theſe Reaſons, Either 
becauſe they have not our Eyes, or becauſe 
they uſe their own. | 

Nor does he any Ways herein renounce 
his own Conſcience and Judgment, or even 
occaſionally not 


oblig'd always to do,) as ſome have very weak- 
ly imagin'd. For to communicate occa- 


ſerve Gov in the beſt. 
Manner he can, (which he profeſſes himſelf 


ſionally with other Churches, is in ede 


* 


ment and Conſcience, a Means to preſerve. - 


in the Univerſal Church that Brotherly-Love 
and Charity, which is the moſt perfect Bond of 


Chriſtian Peace and Unity. And when any 
proper Occaſion calls him thereto, he takes it 
to be a Duty of that great Uſe and high Obli- 
gation, that he does therein, and as far as his 
Occa ſional· Conformity tends thereto, ſerve Go 
in a Way very acceptable to Him, and in 
chat particular Inſtance, molt agreeable to his 
Will. 

BESIDES, he cannot perceive how without 
ſome ſuch Practice as this, different Churches, 


of which the Catholick Church is compos'd, 


(for particular Churches are as ſo many diſtinct 


Members or Parts of the Catholick Church; 


D 2 he 


=. 


(3) 
he does not perceive, I ſay, how they) can 
have Communion as one Body ; or how it is 
poſlible to anſwer that Article of the Creed, The 
Communion of Sgimss, What is it that he can do 
more to of P.gant or Mabametans, 
than at a} Tings and on every Occaſion, to 
refuſe owning-their Religion, or to joyn with 
them in any of their Acts of Worſhip 2 What 
Way has he left whereby to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween the leaſt erronious, and the moſt cor- 
rupt of all, that call themſelves by the Name 
of Chriſtian Churches; if his Behaviour muſt 
be the ſame and alike to all, and amount to an 
abſolute Refuſal of joyning with them on any 
Occaſion whatſoever in the Wcrſhip of Go p, 
and unchurching them equally, by one raſh 
Sentence upon them all ? 


_ Tax Occaſional Conformiſt obſerves farther, 
Ic has been the Judgment of moſt moderate 


1 Neu in the Church, That it was both lawful, 
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755 a Duty for them to communicate with 
' "Proteſtiz Churches Abroad, when upon Occa- 
_Honthey were in France, Holland, or Germany; 
though it is moſt certain, thoſe foreign Church- 
es differ from the Church of England in many 
Things both in their Conſtitution, and in their 
Modes of Worſhip; and very nearly in the 
flame, and as many Things, as the Diſſenters 
do. This was the avow'd Principle and Prac- 
tice 'of a very Eminent Man *, and of the 
higheſt Station in the Church ; as he honeſtly 
acquainted the World, in an Argument on the 
Occaſional Bill, and it is notorious, it had been 
fo much the Practice of the Church of Fan 
„ 1 that 
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that it was formerly an uſual Inſtruction to the 
Engliſh Ambaſſadors (in France), That they 
ſhould keep a good Correfpondence with the 
Religion, and frequently reſort to the Divine- 
Service at Charenton, where "ep had a Pew 
kept for them “. 

Ir is farther evident, That in the Primitive 
Church there was a like Practice, for the Mem- 

ers of one Church to communicate occaſional- 
ly with other Churches, although differing in 
many Things from their own. This appears 
in many Inſtancees, too numerous to be men- 
tion d. But the communicatory Letters givert 
by the Churches to their Members to recom- 
mend them on Occaſion to the Communion of 
other Churches, are a ſufficient Evidence that 
it was approv' d by the Church, as well as that it 
was the Practice of private Men. And lrenæus, 
in a Letter to Pope Victor, who was going to 
excommunicate the Ain Churches about a 
Difference in the Celebration of Eaſter, informs 
him, © + That it was not a new Differenco 
«© between the Eaſtern and Weſtern Churches; 
yet his Predeceſſors never thought of break. 
* ing mutual Communion about it: On the 
contrary, Anicetus and Polycary without con- 
troverting their Opinion, communicated to- 
gether, and agreed to preſerve the Peace of 
ce the Church by encouraging the mutual Com- 
© munion of them that differ'd in their Obſer- 
© vation, and kept it both Ways.” Indeed 
afterwards the Donatiſts arriv'd to that Arro- 
gance, that they limited the Church to their 
pwn Party, and refus'd Communion with all 
Others- 


15 
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others. Wherefore, ſays the Learned Author 
of the Critical Hiſtory of the Apoſtles Creed Pl 
* That ſuch ſchiſmatical Notions and Practices, 
* fo deſtructive of Chriſtian- Charity, and ſub- 
* yerfive of the Unity of the Catholick Church, 
* might be repreſs'd and contradicted, it is 
„ molt probable, that the Communion of Saints, 
* was added in the Creed, as an Appendix to, 
* or Explication of the Holy Catholick Church ; 
© by which it was intended to declare, That 
© though there be ſeveral Particular Churches 
« and Congregations throughout the Face of 
ce the Earth, yet that there ought to be a Com- 
ce munion and Correſpondence between them, 
ce as far as is neceſſary, poſſible, and conveni- 
© ent.” And for this Reaſon Firmilian, in a 
Letter to Cyprian, cenſures ſharply Pope Stepben, 
that he ſhould think of refuſing the Communi— 
on of Cyprian and other Churches, and thereby 
break the Peace of the Church, becauſe they 
differ d then from the Church of Rome, in the 

ueſtion about re-baptizing Hereticks +. 

Bur the Occaſioual Conformiſt has Ground 
to believe he is encourag'd in his Practice, and 
directed to it by much higher Authority than 
the Example of the Church in later Ages, or in 
the primitive Times; even by no leſs an Example 
than that of the Apoſtles themſelves. This Ar- 
gument has been long ſince copiouſly handled 
by an excellent Pen. with great Accuracy and 
Judgment, and with uncommon Clearneſs and 
Strength ||; which I heartily wiſh I could per- 
ſuade my Reader to conſult for his full Satisfa- 
ation. However, it is a Point of ſuch Conſe- 
quence 


e 


* Page 352, 357. t cypriani Epiſt. 75. 
Iatereſt of England conſider d, &c. 


43 1 


- * 
e — —— . 


1 


quence in the preſent Queſtion, that I ſhall 
briefly ſer before him what the Occaſional 
Conformiſt can offer from Apoſtolical Exam- 
ple for the Encouragement of his Practice, and 
leave him then to judge, Whether he can con- 
demn the Occaſional Conformiſt, without in- 
volving in the ſame Sentence of Condemnation 
the great Apoſtles, St. Peter and St. Paul. 

Ir we look into the Hiſtory of the Chriſti- 
an Church, as recorded in the Scriptures, we 
ſhall find, that the Churches in the Apoſtolical 
Times, were made up of two Sorts of Perſons; 
ſome reform'd from the Fewiſh Inſticution ; o- 
thers converted from the Idolatry of the Gentiles. 
Theſe two Sorts of Perſons, I ſhall for the clear- 
er underſtanding of this Argument, call by the 
Names of the Fewiſh Chriſtians, and the Gentile 
Chriſtians. 

Tur Fewiſh Chriſtians and Gentile Chriſtians 
had many Things in their reſpective Churches, 
very different from each other. For Inſtance, 
The Fewiſh Chriſtians thought themſelves {till 
under an Obligation to retain in the Worſhip of 
God many Rites of the Ancient Fewiſh Church: 
'Thus they us'd to go up to the Temple to Pray- 
er, and at the uſual Hours ; agreeable to the 
Inſtitution of Moſes, they took on themſelves 
the Vow of Nazarites, preſerv'd ſtill a great Re- 
ſpect for the Laws of Circumciſion, diſtin tion 
of Meats, and in a Word, warmly preis d an 
Obſervation of the Law of Moſes together with 
the Doctrines of the Goſpel. Indeed, at the 
Council of Feruſalem, they declar'd the Gentile 
Converts not oblig'd to ſuch Obſervances ; but 
ic ſeems plain they did not even at that Di- 
{tance of Time diſcharge themſelves from the 

Obſetva- 
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Obſervation of them. This is plain from the 
Care of St. Peter not to offend them which 
came down from St. James *, which he fear'd 
to do by continuing his former Converſation 
with the Gentiles; and from the Advice St. Fames 
and the Elders gave St. Paul at Feruſalem, That 
many Thouſands of the Jews that believe, are yet 
zealous of the Law ; and againſt him in particu- 
lar they had ſome Prejudice, * becauſe they 
heard, he taught the Fews among the Gentile 
Churches to forſake Moſes, and the Obſervati- 
on of his Rites and Inſtitutions. 

O the other Hand, the Gentile Chriſtians 


receiv'd the ſame Doctrines, and Sacraments of 
Chriſtianity with the Fewiſh Chriſtians, but 


did not retain any of their own old Rites and 


Modes of Worſhip, nor yet did they receive 
the antient Rites and Cuſtoms of the Fews ; in 
particular, all the Obſervances of the Law of 


Moſes, for which the one was ſo zealous, were 


nor of any Ule or of any Eſteem among the 
other. So that Nothing was enjoyn'd among 
them, but what the Chriſtian Doctrines re- 
quir'd; nor was any Thing forbidden them, but 
what was deſtructive of Chriſtianity. On theſe 
Accounts the Diſcipline and Modes of 2 


in the Churches of the Gentile Chriſtians, mu 


needs in many Things be very different from 
what was in Uſe in che Churches of the Few- 
5 Chriſtians; and every One who conſiders 
whar Difference muſt ariſe from hence between 
them, will ſee that, atleaſt, it was as great as 
any thac is now in being between the Prote- 
ſtant Churches. Hence we may take Notice 
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by the bye, Thats Uniformity, was not the 


Means of Union between che moſt primitive 
Churches; and there is therefore lictic Reaſori 


to hope, it will ever prove a ſucceſsful Me- 
thod in after-Times. But to proceed, 


Tur great Apoſtles, St. Peter and St. Paul; 


were the principal Perſons of theſe differing 
Churches: and therefore the One is call d she 


eApoſtle of the Circumciſion, ard the Other the 


Apoſtle of the Gmtiles *®. Yer un Occaſion we 


hnd, that St. Peter communicatèes with the G ns 
tile Chriſtians, and St. Pau! with the Jewiſh 
Chriſtians. At Antioch St. Peter eat with the 
Gentiles, and being a cw, lived after the Mon- 
rer of the Gentiles, and not as the Jews. did f. 
Thar is, being a Fewiſh Chriſtian himſcif, he 
yet converſed with the Gentile Chriſtians at 
Antioch. and joynd in Worſhip with them 
for Nothing leſs can be meant by thoſe Ex- 
preſſions, than that St. Peter, on this Occaſion, 
did lay aſide his Obſcrvarion of the Jewiſh Cu- 
ſtoms, in Conformity to the Gentile C riitians 
of Antioch, who cid not oblcrve them: And 
his afcer- Behaviour upon the coming down of 
ſome Perſons from St. Fames puts it our of 
Queſtion ; for fearing to iff nd tb m that were of 
the Circumcifion, that is, im Vie nibers Ot the 
Fewiſh Chriiiian Church, be withdrew, and ſe- 
parated himſelf from the Genie Chrittians. 
And it may be obferv'd, That thuugh St. | out 
finds ſomething Blame worchy in this C outuct; 
yet it was not his Occational-Communicn with 
the Gentile Chriſtians ; but his Refulai ro cons 
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634) 
t inue it, fearing the Cenſure of the Fewiſh 
Chriſtians. 

On the other Hand, St. Paul, though moſt 
zealous in Doctrine and Practice for the Liber- 
ty of the Gentile Churches, and therefore for the 
Manner of Worſhip us'd in them, without any 
Jewiſh Rites ; yet on Occafjon, he has Commu- 
nion with the Fewiſh Chriſtians, and ſo far, as 
himſelf to comply with the Obſervation of ma- 
ny of the Fewiſh Laws and Rites. Thus he ob- 
ferv'd the Feaſt of Pentecoſt, took upon himſelf 
the Vow of a Nazarite, and purity'd himſelf 
according to the Law in the Temple ; and 
cauſed Timothy to be circumciſed at the ſame 
time he took him with him to deliver to the 
Churches of Gentile Chriſtians the Decree that 
freed them from the Uſe of Circumciſion. 

T xx Occaſional Conformiſt obſerves far- 
ther on this Practice of St. Paul, that the Rea- 
ſon of it was the very ſame with that whereby 
he juſtifies his own Practice. It was to ſhew on 


the one Hand his Charity to the Churches of 


the Fewiſh Chriſtians, and that he did not 
think the Rites they obſerv'd, abſolutely ſinful 
in themſelves; for then an Occaſional- Com- 
pliance with them, had been finful in him. 
But on the other Hand, to ſhew by his more 
conſtant Diſſent from them, that he better 
approved the Uſage of the Gentile Chriſtians, 
who ſcrv'd Gov without them; and eſpecial- 
ly, that he could not agree they were neceſſa- 
ry, or allow them to be impos'd as ſuch, on 
the Churches of CHRIST: Therefore though 

he 
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he circumciſed Timothy at Lyſtra, he would not 


permi: Itus to be circurnciſed at Feruſalem. And 
though he yielded to the Advice of St une 
and the Elders, to obſerve ſome of the Jewiſh 
Rites, not under an Obligation to do fo, but 
as a prudent Method to preſerve Peace with a 
Church that was very zealous for them * : 
Yer when ſome would have perſuaded the 
Galatians to an Obſervance of Moſes's Law, as 
of neceſſary Obligation, he then forbids them 
to comply upon Pain of Damnation . Up- 
on the Whole of the Matter, The Occaſional 
Conformiſt hopes he is juſtified in a Practice 
whereby he judges of other Churches differing 
from him, as Gop Himſelf does; whereby he 
endeavours to preſerve that Peace and Union 
that ought to be between all the Churches of 
CuRisrT; and in which he is encourag'd by 
the Example of the Church of England, of the 
Primitive Church, and of the Apoſtles them- 
ſelves. And he can never be perſuaded, it is 
ſuch a monſtrous Abſurdity as ſome would re- 
preſent it, till he ſhall ſee a full Anſwer to 


theſe Reaſons of his Practice; for what has 


as yet been reply'd to them, he can by nv 
means allow for a ſufficient Anſwer. ö 
Ir has indeed been ſaid, That every Chri- 
e ſtian is oblig'd to conſtant Communion with 
* the Church eſtabliſh'd, where he lives; and 
* that Nothing but abſolutely ſinful Terms of 
* Communion in that Church, can warrant 
the Uſe of any other Way of ſerving God ; 


For the Church which is incorporated into 
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F the State, of which we are natural Subjects, 
if it be a true and {ound Church, chalienges 
our conſtant Commun -n and Obedience; 
and ther-ftore, though Churches at a Di- 
F ſtance that is, in different Civil Govern- 
ments or Eccl-tiaſtical Diftri&<) may be di- 
* (tin& Churches under their diſtinct Biſhops, 
and yet in the fame Communion (ſo that 
Men may on Occaſion, communicate with 
both) yer diſtin Churches in the ſame 
Place, can never be of the ſame Communi- 
en; and therefore there can be no Occa- 
ſional- Communion between them.“ This 
is the dubſtance ef Dr. Sberlock's celebrated Caſe 
of Communion, and his Defence of it; and it de- 
ſerves a liccle Conſileration ; becauſe on theſe 
Principles, is rais'd the moſt clamorous and 
popular Noiſe of Self Contradiction, namely, 
That Occaſional Communion, declares there are no 
ſinful Terms of Communicn in theeſtab:iſhed Church 
and a ſtated Separation declares there are. But 
however formidable this Objection may ap- 
pcar to ſom: at firſt View, the Occaſional Con- 
formiſt, thinks he has many Things to offer, 
which are a full Anſwer ro ir. 

HE obſerves in the Firſt Place, this is a very 
doubtful and uncertain Notion : For it appears 
M:n ace very far from being agreed where 
to Pics thac Authority, which it is ſappoſed 
obiizes to Conitant Communion with the 
Church eſtabliſhed where we live, and forbids 
the Ule of any other Way of ſerving God. 
We have two very different and contrary 2? 
Schemes among, ourſclves, and both defend- 
e) wich great Fagerneſs and Warmth. The 
Low-Church place this Authority in the 

| | St ate, 
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State, they make it ariſe from the Sanction 
of the Legiſlature, Acts of Uniformity, &c. 
And this indeed ſeems the proper Authority 
of a Church as by Law eſtabliſhed. But the 
High Church oppoſe this Authority as down- 
right Eraſtian, as deſtructive of all Church Po- 
wer, and of the Church it ſelf. They ask, 
where this Authority lay hid for the firſt 
Ages of Chriſtianity, till the Empire became 
Chriſtian ? And whether the Church was void 
of Authority obliging to, Communion for 
Three Hundred Years together? They there- 
fore aſſert, that it is inconſiſtent wich the ſpiri- 
tual Nature of the Church, and its perperual 
Independency on the Civil Magiſtrate, as well 


as that ic was unknown to the pureſt Primitive 


Churches. The high Church therefore on 
their Part, place this Authority in the Church- 
Governors; and aſſert, that the Church never 
did, or could transfer the Authority to the 
Civil Magiſtrate ; but the Church has remain'd 
at all Times entire and diſtinct from the Civil 
State, in the Exerciſe of all Powers properly 
Spiritual. They will not therefore allow Dr. 
Sherlock, a Church incorporated into the State, 
of which we are natural Subjects. Now this 
Scheme is oppoſed by the Low-Church on 
their Part, and condemn'd as directly contra- 
ry to the Rights of Princes, as including the 
Abſurdity of sſtabliſhing an Empire within an 
Empire, as contrary to the State of the Church 
when the Empire became Chriſtian, and in 
particular contrary to the Conlticurion of the 
Church of England, and Supremacy of the 
Crown eſtabliſhed by Law. This Difference, 


where to place the Authority that obliges eve- 
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ry Man only to communicate with the Church 


eſtabliſhed where he lives, may juſtify a Man 
while he ſuſpends his Judgment in a diſputable 
Point, till theſe contrary Claims ſhall be better 
adjuſted; till at leaſt he ſhall be able to ſee, 
that if this Difference was compoſed, and they 
were well agreed where this Authority is to 
be lodged, it would after that amount to ſuch 
Authority, as would make any other Way of 
ſerving God ſinful, beſides that which ſhall 
ogg to be eſtabliſhed where a Man 
ives. 

For the Occafional Conformiſt obſerves in 
the next Place, that the whole Force of this 
Objection reſts ſolely on the Authoritative De- 
termination of the Church eftabliſhed where 
he is: But he has great Reaſon to queſtion, 
whether Church- Authoricy, whatever it be, or 
where ever placed, is ſuch as ro oblige him 
folely to Communicate, with the Eſtabliſh'd 
Church, it according to his Conſcience he 
can Worſhip God in a Way nearer to the Rules 
of his Word, and Chriſt's Inſtitution of his 
Church. He deſires it may be remember'd, 
that one of the Principles on which he founds 
his Practice, is, That every Man, in judging 
what Way of ſerving Gop is moſt agreeable 
to his Will, is free from the authoritative De- 
termination of any other Perſon or Perſons, 
Civil or Eccleſiaſtical, The Reaſons that ju- 
ftify this Principle, are already mention'd, 
and therefore no more nceds to be faid in 
this Place, than this; That till it can be prov'd 
that Church-Power, wherever it is placed, is 
of ſuch abſolute Authority, as to ſuperſede 
the Liberty of private Judgment ; this Ob- 

jection, 
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( 39 ) 
jection concludes Nothing at all againſt the Pra- 
ice of Occafional-Conformity. 

TERRE is one Conſideration more of great 
Conſequence to the preſent Purpoſe. The U- 
ſage of one or another Part of Worſhip with 
any Church, does by no means include in it 
a Conformity to that Church. As their Wor- 
ſhip conſiſts of ſeveral Parts, ſome of them 
may be in Themſelves, as well as in Mens 
particular Opinions, leſs exceptionable then 
others. Some may be free of all Exception, 
when others are or may be thought liable 
to great Exception, and even to be finful. Does 
a Man Conform to the Thirty-nine Articles, 
by ſubſcribing Thirty-ſix; when ſubſcribing 
but Thirty-ſix is a vertual Diſſent from the 
other Three? Or if a Man can joyn with 
the Eſtabliſhed Church in her daily Prayers, 
and in hearing a Sermon, does it thence fol- 
low that he conforms to the Rubricks or the 
Uſe of Godfathers and Godmorhers, and the 
Sign of the Croſs in Baptiſm? So may a Man 
joyn with the Church in the Office of Com- 
munion, and himſelf account it lawful to re- 


ceive it Kneeling, who yet does not conform 


to, or in his Judgment allow, the Rubrick 
which refuſes it to all who Scruple to receive 
it in that Poſture. So that there is a manifeſt 
and plain Difference between the Ulage of any 
One Part of Worſhip with a Church, and a 
Conformity to it. 

Ir is further ſaid, That if ſuch Principles 
* of Communion were allow'd, and ſuch a, 
Practice countenanc'd, it would deſtroy all 
Order and Uniformity, and introduce in- 

numerable 
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(49) 
c numerable Schiſms in the CHURCH of 
0. 

To this, the Occaſional Conformiſt thinks he 
may reply in very few Words, That he cannot 
ſo underſtand the Necefhry of Uniformity, as 
that the ſeveral Churches, which make up 
the Univerſal and Catholick Cyurcuy of 
Cunts, muſt needs have but one uniform 
Way and Manner in all the Parts of Divine 
Worſhip 
them, muſt needs be one and the ſame. He 
finds the Obj<&ors themſelves allow the con- 
trary in many Gaſes; not only with Keſpect 
to Churches of diſtin& Juriſdictions, but even 
in the Rites of Worſhip in the Cathedral and 
Parochial Churches of Ergland; as well as 
that it is the publick Voice of the Church 
in her Articles. Therefore the Unity of the 
Catholick Chu EH, whatever it does con- 
ſiſt in, cannot conſiſt in Uniformity. And 
for that plain Reaſon, a Want barely of 
Uniformity, without ſomething elſe added to 
it, cannot be Schiſmatical. 

O the contrary, he thinks his Practice, 
the beſt Means to preſerve the Union, Peace, 
and Chriſtian Correſpondence of Churches 
that differ in ſome Things from each other: 
And that therefore it is the beſt Remedy 
againſt ſuch unchriſtian Animoſities, and Alie- 
nation of Affection, which, when added to a 
Difference, make it truly Schiſmatical. He 
is perſuaded, that if Men were to lay aſide 
their Prejudices, and would fairly and calmly 
examine the direct Tendency, and probable 
Conſequences of this Practice, they would be 
ſo far from loading it with ſuch Charges, 
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that they would allow ic to be ſerviceable 
in many Reſpects to the Intereſts of the Ca- 
tholick Cu ux cn, of the Civil STATE, of 
the Church of England as by Law eſtabliſh'd; 
and of the Diſſenters themſelves. 

As to the Chriltian Cuvunxcn in general; 
it would be of very great Service to promote 
a true Catholick Temper; that is, a Diſpo- 
ſition to Love, Peace, and Union, notwith- 
ſtanding ſome Difference in Judgment and 
Practice, This feems the only practica- 
ble Method to preſerve Catholick Com- 
munton, and the Unity of the Catnolick 
Church. 

Ir has been obſerv'd already, That it 
cannot conſiſt in Un iformity. It is fo far 
from being neceiſiry, that ic does not ſeem 
poſſible, That all Societies of Chriſtians 
ſhould agree to one and the fame Manner 
of Serving Gop in all Things: And yer 
they are to be united as one Body, Now, 
which Way can that be effected, but by al- 
lowing to eacn other their reſpective Diffe- 
rences, and yer ſtill remaining knit and 
joyn'd together in the Bond and Union of 
Charity? But is that Bond of Perfection like to 
be long maintain d, when every Difference 
in Practice between two or more Churches, 
muſt be ſo highly magniſy'd, that they cannot 
occaſtonally joyn together in the Worſhip of 
the ſame Gov, or in the Acts of Religion, 
which they own were inſticuted by che tame 
common Saviouzs of them both? 

There feems a farther Advantage to follow 
from hence to the Cruurcny Chriſtian ; 
that it is a likely Means to prevent the Mit- 
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chiefs of Impoſition. The Occaſional Con- 


formiſt thinks, That however loud the Out- 


Cries are againſt Separation, the Cuur cn 
has really found as bad or worſe Miſchiefs 


from Impoſition. Even Separation itſelf, has 


generally been the Conſequence of Impoſi- 
tion: and then all the Miſchiefs of Separa- 
tion, be they never ſo many, never ſo great, 
are finally but ſome of the Miſchiefs of that 
Impoſition that cauſed it. How often has 
this one Circumſtance of Impoſition, firſt 
made a Difference, and then made it irre- 
concileable ? *Tis often not the Thing itſelf, 
bur the Impolition of it, that is ſcrupled ; 
and then not the Thing, but the Impoſition, 


makes the Difference. And often the Thing 


itſelf is of ſo little Uſe or Service, that it 
might well be parted with for the Peace of 
the CHvuRcH : But it muſt not be parted 
with, leaſt the Authority that enjoyn'd 
it be weaken'd, and Diſobedience to that 
Authority be thereby encourag'd. And then 
again, not the Thing itſelf, but the Impo- 
ſition of it, makes the Difterence irreconcile- 
able. Now the Occaſional Conformiſt judges 
his Practice, an excellent Means to prevent 
all theſe Miſchiefs : For as he worſhips Gop 
in the Way he judges moſt agreeable to 
His Will, and that wichout Regard to the 


authoritative Determination of any Perfon 
whatever : He in a great Meaſure makes Im- 


poſition needleſs ; becauſe what is impos'd, is 


to be re-examin'd by his own Judgment; 


which is to reduce it to what it ought to be, 
Counſel and Advice ; and leaves it, at leaſt 
as to himſelf, no longer an Impoſition, Be- 
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ſides, as he yet maintains a good Correſpon- 
dence, and on Occaſion holds Communion 
with ſuch as uſe thoſe Rites of Worſhip which 
he does not uſe himſelf, he declares the Things 
wherein they differ from him. to be indiffe- 
rent; that therefore there is no Neceſſity ſo 
rigidly to require the Uſe of 'em, as to impoſe 
em; and by Conſequence, whatever Liberty 
they take to follow their own Judgment in the 
Uſe of them, they are not wiſelv impos'd as 
Terms of Communion on others. He believes, if 
the Chriſtian Church was for ſome time to ſee 
the good Effects which ſuch a Practice would 
produce, it might attain to a fair Proſpect of 
getting rid of the Miſchicfs of Impoſition 
and Separation too. 

HE obſerves farther, That his Practice in 
its natural Tendency, will likely be found 
very ſerviceable to the STATE. As Things 
have ſtood ia the World for ſome Time, the 
STATE has been highly affected by the 
Differences of the Church: And no ſooner 
has a Church-Party aroſe, but it has by a 
little Skill and Management of Deſigning 
Men been form'd into a State- Party : The ſad 
Effects of which are too many, and too ſen- 
ſible not to be taken Notice ot as a great In- 
convenience. Bur were the Principles of Oc- 
caſional Conformity allow'd, whatever re- 
maining Differences there were in the Church, 


it would not be poſſible to form a Stare-Party 
out of them: For where there was equal Li- 


berry and Protection, there would be equal 


2? Allegiance and Affection. It would then plain- 
| ly appear, That rhe ſureſt Way for the Starz 


never to be injur'd or diſturbed with Eccleſia- 
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ſtical Quarrels, would be to have no Con- 
cern in them itſelf ; ro leave Men free in a 
Practice that would put an End to moſt of 
them, and would manage ſuch as remain in 
a chriſtian and charitable Method; that would 
convince good Men on all Sides, That they 
differ not in Matters of ſuch Conſequence and 
Importance, that the STATE has any Need to 
be concern'd in it, or that it ought in any 
Reſpect to affect the Peace of it. How hap- 
py would it be for ourſelves in particular, if 
by thele Methods we could a little calm 
and allay the unnatural Paſſions, and unchri- 
{tian Animoſities of a milerable diſtracted 
and divided Nation. 

Tur Occaſional Conformiſt alſo believes 
that his Practice deſerves fome Regard from 
the Service it will be lik-ly to do to the Church 
of England as by Law Eſtabliſh'd. He cannot 
but chink it very hard, that his good Opini- 
on of that Church would be charged upon 
him as a Crime, and by ſuch as would be 
Thought molt Zealous for its Honour and In- 
tereſt. He cannot but Hope however, that 
many will think it ; of Service to the Church, 
that the Diſſenters are kept in good Temper 
towards it. It has been often complain'd of, 
and, where the Facts ſuggeſted - in ſuch Com- 
plaints have been true, not without Reaſon, 
that ſome Perſons in their >eparation from the 
Church of England, have uſed very hard Ex- 
preſſions concerning it. Ir has been taken 
very Unkindly at their Hands, that they 
ihould Cenſure it as no true Church, a Church 
which is not fic to be owned in any of her 
Acts of Worſhip, but which is always to be 
Oo ae Eh, N _ © avoided 
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avoided as corrupt and antichriftian. II 
ſucn a Treatment of the Church is juſtly com- 
plain'd of as an Injury to it. Shall it not be 
accounted a Service to the Church, to put to 
filence ſuch injurious Reflections, and pre- 
ſerve in them that ſeparate from it, a kind- 
neſs, efteem, and Reſpect for it, and even 
on Occaſion to countenance Communion 
wich it as a Church of CurrsT? If ever the 
Differences between them, are to be compos'd, 
and an End put to the Separation, which 
ſome pretend ſo much to deſire; which 
can any Man think will moft conduce to it, 
to preſcrve among the Diſſenters a good Tem- 
per of Minds towards the Church; or ſo 
far to alienate their Minds, as to make them 
believe the Corruptions of the Church are 
ſo very great, that they can never have Com- 
munion with it, but on Conditions abſolutely 
ſinful? And that to joyn with them in any 
Acts of Worſhip is at all Times unlawful? 
One would be tempted to think in ſo plain 
a Caſe, that they, who prefer a total to a 
moderate Separation, would alſo preter a per- 
petual Separation, to a Reconciliation. 

Finally, Tas Occafional 1Conformilt hopes 
his Practice may be of ſome uſeful Service, 
to the Diſſenters themſelves: He does nor, 
cannot mean as a Party; 'tis very eaſy to 
foreſee, what ſo often has been confirm'd by 
Experience, that many are like to be drawn 
off from the Difſemers as a Party by it; 
who from the Ule of Occaſional Conformity, 
may become canftant Contormiſts. But the 
Uſe he hopes it may have is of another Na- 
tute, and of much greater Conſequence, that 
| | is, 
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is, it may prevent their Separation from being 
Uncharitable, and thereby prevent to them- 
ſelves the Danger of its being Schiſmatical. 
It is too often ſeen, that the Conſequence 
of Differences too greatly magnified, and in- 
creaſed by mutual Paſſion and Reſentment is 
this, chat ic brings both Sides in Danger of 
a Schiſmatical Temper. Many, who are in 
the Right as to the Queſtion in Debate, may 
yet find out an unlucky Art of being in the 
Wrong by a paſſionate and uncharicable Ma- 
nagement of it. And if the Diſſenters are 
right in their Separation, it will be of great 
Service to them to be kept right in their 
whole Behaviour to them, from whom the 
ſeparate, and to learn the Way, how, while 
they maintain fully their Chriſtian Liberty, 
they may avoid the Danger of falling into 
the uſual Extream of loſing their own Tem- 
per, and of breaking through the high Obli- 
gation, and Important Rules of Cnrittian 
Charity, 
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